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THE "MORE ANCIENT DIONYSIA" AT ATHENS— 
THUCYDIDES II. 15 

By Edward Capps 

It is not my purpose to add to the already bewildering mass 
of interpretations of this famous chapter in Thucydides, nor to 
discuss, except incidentally, the topographical problems associ- 
ated with it, but rather again to draw attention to a single phrase, 
the correct understanding of which is of importance for the his- 
tory of the festivals of Dionysus at Athens. 1 This phrase is tA 
apynni&repa Aiowaia, used with reference to the Anthesteria. So 
far as I am aware it has always been taken by those who have 
discussed the Athenian festivals of Dionysus 2 to mean simply 
"the older (or even the oldest) 3 Dionysia," and has been so in- 
terpreted in the belief that Thucydides had in mind, by way of 
contrast, a festival (or festivals) generally assumed to be the City 
Dionysia (or the City Dionysia and one other),* which was estab- 
lished later than the Anthesteria. I hope to show, however, that 
Thucydides has chosen both the adjective a/3%ato? and its com- 

1 A brief abstract of the main argument of this paper was presented at the meeting 
of the Archaeological Institute in December, 1900, and printed in Am. Jour. Arch. V 
(1901), p. 31. 

2 Frazer (Paus. II, p. 212), incidentally speaks of "the more ancient Dionysia." 
Miss Harrison, whose book, Primitive Athens as Described by Thucydides, came to 
hand after this article was in type, also translates the words by "the more ancient," 
but with the meaning of ' the earlier,' see p. 85. 

3 E.g., Spanheim in Kuster's ed. of Aristoph. (1710), Notae, p. 298 ("antiquissima 
Liberalia "), and many since his time. 

4 The modern discussion of the Athenian festivals of Dionysus began with Jos. 
Scaliger De emend, temp., 1583, and is very extensive and confusing; an unusually 
large part of it consists of repetitions of the collections of previous writers, especi- 
ally of Bockh "Vom Unterschiede d. att. Len. Anth. u. land. Dionysien," Abh. Berl. 
Akad. 1S17=KI. Schr. V, pp. 65 ft., with rearrangement of his material and a shifting 
of emphasis. The literature before 1817 is listed by Bockh. Between 1817 and 1872, 
the date of Gilbert Festzeit, d. att. Dion., the most important discussions are Pritzsche's 
De Den. Att. (Rostock, 1837) and Mommsen's Heortologie (1864). The question was 
brought into fresh prominence by Dorpfeld, rev. of Haigh Att. Theat. in Berl. phil. 
Woch. 1890, cols. 461 S., whose views were developed by Pickard Am. Jour. Arch. 
VIII (1893), pp. 56 ff., and by Bodensteiner Bldtt. f. Oymn.-Schulw. XXXI (1895) 
pp. 209 ff. The views of these and other scholars will be referred to as occasion arises. 
[Classical Philology II, January, 1907] 25 
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parative with scrupulous regard to the nice distinction which the 
Greeks felt between Tra\aio<; 'old' and apxacos 'ancient' — a dis- 
tinction which might be blurred or less significant in the positive or 
superlative forms, but is necessarily felt and consciously expressed 
in the comparative. 

Thucydides in this chapter advances an argument in which it 
is highly important for him to choose his words, and especially 
the adjectives denoting age and antiquity, with the greatest pre- 
cision. He has just entered upon a digression (chaps. 15, 16) the 
purpose of which is to justify the statement made at the end of 
chap. 14 that the people of Attica found it exceptionally painful 
at the beginning of the Peloponnesian War to be obliged to shut 
themselves up within the narrow confines of the city walls, accus- 
tomed as they had been of yore (airb tov ttolvv ap^aiov) to the 
free life of the country. For although Theseus had centralized 
the administration of Attica, abolishing the various self-governing 
communes that had exercised almost independent powers under 
the early kings, and had made Athens the capital of government, 
yet most of the original inhabitants and their descendents (ot 
7rXet'ow T<ov apj^aiwv ical tc&v vcrrepov 16. 1) still continued to 
live as before on their farms (15. 2). They therefore found it hard 
to adapt themselves to the crowded life of the city. In the course 
of these observations Thucydides undertakes to demonstrate that 
the city before Theseus was not a crowded capital, but a small 
affair, the limits of which he defines, and he does this by drawing 
inferences from the relative situation of various foundations to 
this small 7ro'\w. It is of course fundamental to his argument 
that these foundations should be unquestionably ancient; and ac- 
cordingly, although doubtless all well-informed Athenians would 
have recognized instantly the antiquity of the sites the historian 
mentions, he takes nothing for granted, but repeatedly insists 
upon the fact of their antiquity. In two instances he advances 
special proofs of this, once by showing the great age of the festi- 
val celebrated at the site mentioned — the subject of this paper 
— and again by adducing the Enneacrounus, a recent foundation 
of the tyrants, but before their time (to ird\ai) associated with 
certain rites still observed because of their antiquity (cnro tov 
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apxaiov). Again, the very term 7ro'\t? as currently applied to 
the acropolis is proof of the former settlement there (8t<i rr^v 
iraXaiav ravTrj kcitoiktio-iv.) Finally, having thus shown that the 
ancient Athenians and their descendants were not city dwellers, 
the historian depicts their feelings when forced to leave their 
country homes and the shrines which they regarded, in view of 
their ancient form of government (e/c t>j? Kara to ap^alov iro- 
\iTeias), as the very memorials of their race. 

As this summary shows, Thucydides uses ap^alo? six times, 
and 7raXato? and iraXai each once. In all these cases, omitting 
for the moment the one involved in the present discussion, the dis- 
tinction which is regularly maintained in Greek between iraXaios 
and apxaio<; is observed with the finest precision. ap%ato<; means 
'ancient,' 'antiquus,' 'priscus,' while iraXaios, like 'old,' 'vetus,' 
implies only priority in time. 

We take up now the passage with which we are immediately 
concerned. Thucydides enumerates in 15.4 four lepd which are 
situated "toward this portion of the ancient iro'Xt?." The fourth 
is to ev AifivaK Aiovvaov. As evidence of its antiquity he adds: 
<p Ta apxcuoTepa Aiovvaia Ty ScoSe/eaTy iroieiTai ev firjvl ' Avdeo^rrjpiStvi, 
and again, as independent evidence of the antiquity of this festival 
in turn, he adds that the Ionian descendants of the Athenians 
still continue to observe this festival on the same date : tixrirep ical 
01 air' ' A07}vata>v "lave; ert ical vvv vofii&vcriv. 

The identity of the festival to which Thucydides refers as 
tA apxaiorepa Aiovvaia, held in Anthesterion, has never been a 
matter of dispute ; it was the Anthesteria. But opinions have been 
widely divided as to the other festival or festivals implied by 
the comparative. One party, whose chief representatives since 
Bockh's predecessors have been Gilbert and Dorpfeld, have made 
the comparative, as implying two and only two objects, the pivot- 
al point of their argument in favor of the view that there were 
only two festivals of Dionysus at Athens. 1 The comparative 

1 1 intentionally eliminate from consideration the so-called 'Rural Dionysia,' which 
should no more be classed with 'Athenian' festivals than the 'provincial' theaters of 
England with the London theaters. Its inclusion has only bred additional confusion ; 
and yet Farnell Class. Rev. XIV (1900), p. 375 a, seems to be the only writer who has 
protested against this practice. 
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apxcuorepa has in truth been their strongest argument, 1 and has 
never been successfully met ; nor, strange to say, has it even been 
frankly acknowledged by the other side to be a serious obstacle to 
their own theory of three festivals. 2 The first-mentioned scholars, 
therefore, believing that Thucydides knew of only two festivals of 
Dionysus in Athens, one of which was the Anthesteria, and possess- 
ing abundant testimony to the independent existence of the City 
Dionysia, have sought to identify with the dramatic part of the 
Anthesteria the third festival, the Lenaea, which is often mentioned 
by name in documents contemporary with Thucydides. 

This theory received its death-blow in 1897, when A. Korte 
and Wachsmuth, 3 independently of each other, deduced from an 
Eleusinian inscription of the year 329/8 (CIA. II 834 b ii. 46) 
the fact that the Lenaean festival (here called Epilenaean) was dis- 
tinct from the Anthesteria, since it was celebrated in the preceding 
month. Korte has no occasion to discuss ap^aiorepa, but Wachs- 
muth treats the comparative as if it were of no particular conse- 
quence for the interpretation.* This fresh documentary evidence, 
which supplements and confirms beyond doubt indications that were 
previously at hand, now compels us to accept the view, stoutly 
maintained by Bockh and his followers, that at the time of Thucy- 
dides three festivals of Dionysus were annually celebrated by the 

1 Gilbert Festzeit, p. 95 : "die alteren Dionysien ;" p. 95 : " Man darf aus den Wor- 
ten t. d. A. mit vollstem Reehte schliessen, dass Thukyd. nur zwei Dionysosfeste in 
Athen kennt, von denen das eine die Anthesteria, die andern die stadtischen Dionysien 
im Elaphebolion sind ;" pp. 99 ff . : " Wurden zu Zeit .... drei dem Dionysos geweihte 
Peste gefeiert, .... so diirfte man mit Bestimmtheit erwarten, das Thuk. nieht von 
zwei Dionysien gesproehen hatte, wie er dies in dem eompar. ipxaiSrepa thut." Pick- 
ard " Dionysus iv Al/ivats" Am. Jour. Arch. VIII (1893), p. 77: "Thucydides .... 
knew of but two Dionysia in Athens itself ; those iv tLarei and the Anthesteria. Of 
these, using the comparative degree, he states that the latter were the dpx<*ifrrepa." 
Bodensteiner " Enneakrunus u. Lenaion" Blatt. f. Gymn.-Schulw. XXXI (1895), p. 217 : 
"die alteren Dionysien." D5rpfeld Berl. phil. Woch. 1890, col. 462: "Thukydides, 
welcher im Gegensatz zu den Lexikographen und modernen Gelehrten, auch nur zwei 
verschiedene Dionysosfeste kennt ; " cf . Oriech. Theat., p. 7. So also Miss Harrison 
Primitive Athens, p. 85. Farnell loc. sup. cit., p. 374 a, says: "The use of the com- 
parative seems inexplicable, if there were three city-festivals of the God." 

2 With one exception, von Prott ; see below, p. 32. 

SKorte "Zur att. Dionysosfesten" Rhein. .Mws. LII (1897), pp. 168 ff.; Wachsmuth 
"Neue Beitr. z. Top. v. Athen," Abh. d. sachs. Gesell. d. Wiss. XVIII (1897), p. 40. Par- 
nell, writing three years later, makes mention neither of the inscription nor of these 
important articles. 

*Loc. cit. p. 46, quoted below, p. 31, n. 5. 
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Athenians — the Lenaea in the month Gamelion, the Anthesteria 
in Anthesterion, and the City Dionysia in Elaphebolion. 

If, however, there were three separate festivals at the time 
Thucydides wrote, what explanation is to be given of the compara- 
tive apxatdrepa ? It will be instructive first of all to consider what 
explanations have been given by those who have maintained the 
doctrine of three urban festivals. 

Bflckh was convinced of the antiquity of the Lenaea as well as 
of the Anthesteria. He dated both before the awotictvfuk of 
Theseus but did not attempt to decide which of the two was the 
older. Giving to ra apxaiorepa the meaning "die altere," he 
believed that Thucydides, in contrasting the Anthesteria with the 
one festival of comparatively recent date, the City Dionysia, simply 
disregarded the existence of the Lenaea as of minor importance. 1 
He recognized the significance of the comparative with its obvious 
implication of two and only two festivals; his assumption that the 
Lenaea were of so little importance that they could be overlooked 
was, howewer, scarcely justified by the evidence at his dis- 
posal, and he was evidently not inclined to adopt the alternative 
of accusing the historian of carelessness. But today we possess 
additional evidence in abundance to prove that the Lenaea was by 
no means an unimportant festival at any time during the lifetime 
of Thucydides. The dramatic performances there, which the 
historian must have witnessed frequently, were only less brilliant 
than those at the City Dionysia. We are safe in asserting that, if 
Thucydides employed a phrase in which all the festivals of Diony- 
sus were supposed to be included, but by using the comparative 
with reference to the Anthesteria inadvertently or intentionally left 
out of account either the City Dionysia or the Lenaea, he was guilty 
of a carelessness which his own contemporaries would not have 
overlooked, and which we should find it difficult indeed to parallel 
in his writings. 

Bockh's followers have generally contented themselves with his 
demonstration that there were three festivals of Dionysus in the 

IP. 67 in the Abhandlungen (=Kl. Sehr. V, p. 141): "Thukydides neimt die An- 
thesterien die alteren Dionysien im Gegensatze gegen die grossen, die dabei jedem 
zunaehst einfallen mussten ; die Lenaen und landlichen iibergeht er ala minder 
bedeutend." 
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city, ignoring the grave objection to his interpretation of the 
Thucydidean phrase that has been pointed out. Several of them, 
however, have offered other explanations of the comparative 
adjective. A. Mommsen 1 admits that if Thucydides had known 
of three festivals which passed under the general heading of 
'Dionysia' he would have been obliged to use the superlative; 
but he insists that the Lenaea, while always Dionysian (p. 24), 
were not until after Thucydides' time entitled to the appellation 
'Dionysia.' 

This explanation is clearly untenable; the Lenaea were fully 
as much entitled to be called by the generic term 'Dionysia' as 
the Anthesteria, which in fact are specifically so called in classical 
times only by Thucydides in ii. 15. 2 The current designation of 
the January festival in classical times is tcl eir! Arjvaio), later to. 
Arfvaia — both adjectival phrases with which the only noun to be 
supplied is Aiovv<ria. When Aristotle Pol. Ath. 57. 1 desires to 
refer to the Lenaea specifically, he quite naturally says Aiovvaia 
ra iirc\ijvaia, which is the phrase used in the hide-money inscrip- 
tion CIA. II. 741 ; cf . i-TriKrjvaia eh Aiovvaia in the Eleusinian 
inscription cited above. 3 

1 Feste der Stadt Athen (1898), p. 372 : " AioviVia ward das Fest (i. e. the Lenaea) 
erst spater genannt, Thukydides kennt es unter diesem Namen noch nieht ; er spricht 
von den Dionysien des Anth. als den alteren, to. i.px ai ^ Te P a t wobei er o. Zw. die stadti- 
schen als die jungeren im Auge hat ; hfttte er noch ein drittes Fest, die Lenaen, unter 
dem Namen AtoviVia gekannt, so wiirde er rd apxaiArara sagen." In strange contra- 
diction to this argument is his comment on the fact that Thucydides speaks of the 
Anthesteria as 'Dionysia,' although they were no longer commonly so called; see 
next note. 

2 Mommsen recognizes this fact, but urges (toe. cit., p. 387) that the Anthesteria, 
though known in early times as 'the Dionysia,' yet lost the right to the title after the 
establishment of the Oity Dionysia. In note 2, p. 387, he says : "Da die Anthesterien 
Dionysien waren, so konnte es naturlich niemandem gewehrt werden, sie so zu nennen, 
aber im gewShnlichen Sprachgebrauch haben sie nicht einfach Dionysien geheissen" 
— not seeing that, by the same line of reasoning, the Lenaea also, since they too were 
from the earliest times Dionysian, would have to be included among the other Dionysia 
in Thucydides. Mommsen forgets, also, that Thucydides was particularly concerned 
in this passage to use names that were familiar and currently used. No better evidence 
of the " gewdhnlicher Sprachgebrauch" of his time, which recognized that all three 
festivals were generically "Dionysia," and that each required a distinctive name to 
distinguish it from the others, could be found than just this passage. See on this point 
Farnell's protest against Mommsen's explanation, Class Bee. XIV, p. 375. 

3 So Korte has shown that we should read in both places; Bhein. Mus. LII, p. 169. 
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A. Muller in his latest writings' seems to have accepted Momm- 
sen's view. Haigh 2 also overlooks the difficulty; in the compara- 
tive he sees only the meaning "the older" as contrasted with the 
younger Dionysia, which he assumes to be the City Dionysia. 
The Bohemian scholar Groh 3 suggests that Thucydides purposely 
excludes from consideration the one festival not celebrated in the 
part of the city under discussion; but this is scarcely more cred- 
ible than Bockh's explanation, even supposing that we knew 4 that 
the Anthesteria and the City Dionysia were celebrated in one part 
of the city, the Lenaea in another. Wachsmuth 5 and Judeich 6 
are not troubled at all by the comparative, treating it as equivalent 
to a superlative. Finally the proposal of Nilsson 7 should be men- 
tioned. It is practically the same as that of Wachsmuth, but by 
seriously trying to defend it he exposes its fatal weakness. He 
justly argues that Thucydides must have had in mind all the festi- 
vals of Dionysus and therefore could not ignore one of them as 
insignificant, as Bdckh assumed. He maintains, however, that 
the comparative may be used in Greek with reference to several 
objects, provided that all but one may be set off by themselves as 
constituting a distinct class, as when Lysias speaks of one of four 

ll 'Neuere Arbeiteil auf dem Gebiete des griech. Buhnenwesens," Philologus 
Supplbd. VI (1891), p. 82; he expresses the opinion that the Lenaea were called 
'Dionysia' relatively late. He abandons (ibid., p. 81) the view of Ribbeck, which he 
held in Buhnenalterthilmer, pp. 310 ff., that the Lenaea were established in the reign of 
Peisistratus and the Oity Dionysia shortly after the Persian Wars, and that the Lenaea, 
from the establishment of the Oity Dionysia down to the time of Aristophanes, were 
deprived of the dramatic contests. 

2 Attic Theatre 2 , p. 37: ". . . . the older Dionysia, or Anthesteria, clearly imply- 
ing that there was another place for the celebration of the later festival, the Oity 
Dionysia." 

^Listy Filologicki 1898, p. 50. 

* See below, pp. 40 ff ., for the indications which point to the location of the Lenaean 
sanctuary in the same region as the Limnae. 

5"Neue Beitr.," Abh. d. sachs. Gesell. XVIII (1897), p. 46: "Thukydides ii. 15.4 
nennt die Anthesterien als rk ipxaitrrepa der Dionysosf este ; das kann einem oder 
mehreren Dionysosfesten gegenliber gesagt sein. Das andere, oder eines der anderen 
muss das grosse Hauptfest sein." 

6 Topographie von Athen, p. 265, note, col. 1 : " Wenn Thukydides den an den 
Anthesterien (und Lenaien) gefeierten Dionysos iv Mnvais einem anderen (dem in 
den grossen Dionysien verehrten) oder mehreren anderen entgegensetzt . . . ." 

7 Studio, de Dionysiis Atticis (Lund, 1900), pp. 58 ff. 
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brothers as irpea^vrepo 1 ;} Thucydides, therefore, means to con- 
trast the one festival which was established before the Ionian 
migration with the other two established after it; apxaioiepa is 
practically equivalent here to "ante emigrationem," the implica- 
tion being that the other two were "post emigrationem." Now 
Nilsson himself believes, and advances the evidence to confirm his 
belief (following Bockh), that the Lenaea also go back to a time 
prior to the Ionian migration; but he maintains his position by 
asserting that Thucydides did not know this fact. 2 We may 
safely, I think, dismiss without comment this interpretation of 
the passage. 

The dilemma in which those now find themselves who acknowl- 
edge that, by the universal usage of classical writers, the com- 
parative in Greek, when accompanied by the definite article, 
implies two and only two terms of comparison, and at the same 
time admit the overwhelming force of the evidence which proves 
the Lenaea to have been an independent festival, is well illustrat- 
ed in the words of von Prott, 3 at the close of his luminous discus- 
sion of the Thucydides passage. The passage is worth quoting 
in full, not only because von Prott accepted and defended Dorp- 
f eld's general interpretation of the passage with the topographical 
conclusions based thereon, but chiefly because, among the scores 
of writers who have believed in three festivals, he is the only one 
who seems fully to have realized the difficulty. 

Aber wie ist dpxaioVcpa zu erklarenl Aus diesem Comparativ hat 
Dorpfeld geschlossen, dass Thukydides nur zwei Feste mit einander ver- 
gleiche, die grossen Dionysien und die Anthesterien, dass mithin die 
Lenaien kein selbstandiges drittes Fest sein. Man milsste ihm darin un- 
bedingt folgen, wenn nicht ausser der von mir versuchten Eekonstruktion 

1 xiii. 67 ; cf . also x. 5. The Froberger-Gebauer edition reads the superlative, as 
does Hug in Xen. Oyroped. 5. 1. 6 and Wilamowitz in Theocr. xv. 139, with MS sup- 
port. Most of the examples given in Kuhner-Gerth, § 349 b. 3, are from Homer. Ex- 
cept in Homer the usage is to be considered very doubtful. 

2 " dixerit autem recte quispiam me oblitum esse Iones quoque Lenaea egisse. non 
oblitus sum, sed Thucydidem id non cognovisse credo," p. 54. 

a "Enneakrunos, Lenaionund Dionysion iv Afycrais," Ath. Mitth. XXIII (1898) 204 ff. 
Wachsmuth, in his valuable article "Athenai" in Pauly-Wissowa Suppl. I (1903), 
cols. 213 ff., does not repair this weak point in his argument (see above, p. 31, n. 5). 
He does not even mention the difficulty, though he does not repeat his previous 
interpretation. 
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erne ganze Reihe anderer Grunde die Lenaien als selbstandiges Pest im 
Gamelion neben den Anthesterien erwiesen. Aber einen Ausweg sehe 
ich allerdings nicht. Vollig sicher ist, dass Tbukydides als Gegensatz zu 
dem Dionysos iv Xi/wcws den Eleuthereus denkt. Auch werden ganz mit 
Recht die vom Arcbon verwalteten grossen Dionysien im Gegensatz zu den 
Dionysien der Konigzeit gestellt. Aber nicht nur die Anthesterien, auch 
die Lenaien werden vom Konige verwaltet. Trotzdem wird der Com- 
parativ gebraucht, als ob nur zwei Feste vorbanden waren, die mit ein- 
ander verglichen werden konnten. Und sicberlicb bat Thukydides nicbt 
den Superlativ apxatoTara gebraucht, denn wie hatte er bebaupten und 
entscheiden konnen, die Anthesterien sein auch alter als die Lenaien ? Der 
Comparativ wiirde psychologisch vielleicht erklarbar sein, da ja von zwei 
GOttern und zwei Heiligtiimern die Rede ist, wenn nur nicht die ganze 
bestimmte Angabe rff StoSexaTij iv ptjvl 'AvOeo-TrjpiZvi folgte. So muss man 
denn auch hier einen Mangel von Prazision im Ausdrucke annehmen, 
wenn man nicht die Prage wirklich fur unentschieden halten will. Denn 
das einzige Mittel, welches die Schwierigkeit beseitigen wiirde. die Con- 
jektur <S to. dpxaioVepa Atovwia rrj ScoSexaTr; 7roieiTat iv p-q^ayi ^Ta/xrjXiZvi 
Kai> ' Avdea-Tr]piS)vi wage ich nicht vorzuschlagen, wenngleich es eigentlich 
auffallt, weshalb nicht auch die alten und alien Jonieren gemeinsamen 
Lenaien zum Beweise herangezogen sind (pp. 229 f .). 

The solution of which von Prott despaired and which his pre- 
decessors sought to find in the carelessness or the ignorance of 
the historian, or in some artificial interpretation of the Greek, 
may be found, I think, by observing the precise meaning of the 
word which Thucydides employs. Here, as elsewhere, the com- 
parative implies two objects only, but both objects are ap^ala. 1 
To interpret ap^aiorepa as if it meant exactly the same thing as 
iraXawrepa is a grave error. iraXaios is our 'old' in the full 
meaning of the word; its formal opposite is i>eo? 'young.' 2 The 

1 Is the fact that German has no convenient word for &px<uos (uralt is nearest and 
has been sporadically resorted to, but it lacks a comparative) partly responsible for 
this? Alt has to do double duty — for jra\<u6s, of which it is the formal equivalent, 
and for dpxotos, of which it is only sometimes practically the equivalent ; and altere 
is forced to represent both waXcuirepos and apxaiirepos. A German colleague illus- 
trates this by the catch-question : " Was ist die Farbe des Haares der alten Deut- 
schen?" One usually suspects a recondite question and answers with Tacitus "blond ;" 
but the real answer is " weis." The French translation " les plus anciennes Dionysies" 
(Girard in Daremberg and Saglio) is equally misleading. But the English offers no 
such excuse ; we seem to have interpreted the Greek after the Germans. 

2 The distinctions between 7raXaiAs and dpxaTos laid down by Schmidt Synonymik 
d. griech. Spr. II, pp. 79 ff., seem to me entirely sound. He says nothing, however, 
concerning the comparatives of the two words, though the difference between them is 
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adjective itself does not denote the possession of a definite quality 
of 'age' but of only such a degree of age as to suffice to render its 
possessor no longer veos (cf. 7ra\at). And this degree of age 
naturally varies widely according to the thing qualified, the cir- 
cumstances, the desire of the speaker to emphasize or to exaggerate 
the lapse of time involved, etc. A drama at Athens, for example, 
was TraXaiov the day after it was first exhibited, while a building, 
a festival, or wine could not acquire age so quickly, ap^alo?, 
on the other hand, means 'ancient,' and denotes the possession 
either of absolute age, or at least of age that goes back to the 
beginning (el? «/>%?}?) ; its formal opposite is icaivos, 'new,' 'recent,' 
'fresh.' A drama at Athens, to continue the same illustration, 
was called icaivov when still unexhibited, -rraXcuov after exhibition, 
but apxalov could be used of it only after a very considerable 
lapse of time. The adjective veov would scarcely be applied to it 
at all, but if it were, it would mean something like 'modern,' 
without implying that it had never been exhibited. 1 The pair 
apxaios — kmvo<; has a certain similarity with the pair TraXaios — 
veo<;, in that, to a certain extent, they too are relative terms, and 
at times the two pairs seem to be almost interchangeable (though 



most marked in the comparative. Doderlein Lat. Synonymik IV, p. 89, draws an entirely 
wrong distinction, as Schmidt shows. On vios and Kaiv&s see Schmidt, pp. 96, 98, 113, 
115. — If these distinctions had been carefully followed a good deal of confusion 
in the discussion of the Athene-temples on the acropolis would have been avoided. 
Michaelis Jahrb. d. Inst. XVI (1902), p. 22, rightly protests against the common error 
of interpreting apxaTos as = 7ra\<u6s, but he himself, wrongly, as I think, gives to 
xaXaiis an absolute meaning ("ein Begriff des langen Bestandes, des Alters"), and on 
p. 11 he uses Kaiv6s as a relative term, as if = Wos or veiirepos. When Xenophon refers 
to the burning of 6 waKaifa xetSs he must refer to 6 apxatos veihs; the phrase can 
not mean "the temple which is ancient, indeed, but less ancient than the one called 
6 apxaios." 

lOf. the formal phrase icaivois rpayipSots in honorific decrees (iroirirai kouvwv Spap,d- 
twv, Dittenberger Sylloge^, No. 699), and vaKaiq. (rpayt/iSlg.) or irdXailiv Spapu in 
didascalic inscriptions (CIA. II. 973 and 971, frag, g, Wilhelm Urkunden dramati- 
scher Auffiihrungen, p. 28). An excellent illustration is found in the use of apxala, 
jraXaid, and via for the periods of Attic Comedy. Aristotle speaks of only iraXaid 
and via, the latter that of his own time, irakaiA of that of the past, i. e., the fifth 
century. But to later writers the comedy of the fifth century became i) ipxata, that 
of Aristotle's time being called for convenience and to avoid confusion p.i<n), that of 
their own time via. To scholars of the post-classical period i/ ira\aia Kup.(?Sla includ- 
ed both the p.i<ri) and the apxala. 
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a real distinction can generally be made out 1 ) ; but apxaios and 
Kauvo'i are appreciably less relative and more absolute than the 
other pair. 2 Not every thing that is iraXaiov is at the same time 
apxaiov, nor that which is veov necessarily at the same time nai- 
vov, though the ap%aiov will usually be iraXcuov also, and the icawov 
also veov. The former pair is distinguished from the latter by 
the almost always distinctly felt if not always clearly defined 
qualities ap^atoTrp and /cacvoT7]<; respectively. 

The superlatives apxaioTaros and TraXaioraros are to be dis- 
tinguished from each other precisely as are their positives; but 
the very fact that in them the similar attributes apxaioTT)<} and 
7raXatoV?;? are raised to the highest degree causes them so to 
approach each other in meaning as to appear, at first glance, 
almost interchangeable. But the reason for the writer's choice 
is generally not to be mistaken. When Plato (Rep. ix. 574 c) 
speaks of the father as being to the son roiv cf>(Xmv 6 apxaioTaros, 
he desires to bring out with especial emphasis the son's obliga- 
tion to one who has been from his birth (e'f a/s^s) <piXo<; (cf. 
Soph. 0. T. 385: K/>eW 6 Trtcrro?, oil; a/3%ij? $iXo?), and when 
Thucydides (vi. 2), speaking of the 'original' inhabitants of Sicily 
(audaOr} TjSrj to ap%aiov), says that the Cyclopes iraXaioraToi Xe- 
yovTai olKrjcrai, he only means that they were 'first-settlers;' 

'E. g. Soph. Track. 555: iraXaibv Sdpov dpxalov 6ijp6s, "a gift made long ago by 
an ancient monster." The collocation dpxaios Kal ira\ai6s is common; cf. Plut. ii. 
115 c (of institutions) "ancient and of long standing," Dem. xxii. 597. 14 (of the 
achievements of the forefathers), "out of date and long since past." dpxatos is often 
substituted for Tra\ai6s ; the effect is recognized by Demetrius (Walz Ehet. Gr. IX, p. 79. 
11) : t& 'dpxatot ' irrl tov ' 7ra\aio! ' ivTiix&Tepov. A more heinous crime is implied in the 
charge (Plat. Euthyphro 3 6) ov vop-lfet toi>s dpxalovs $eois ( = toi)s ^| dpxys) than inotf 
vopi$ei t&. iraXaid Satp.6via (Apol. 27 c). xaXaiis can be made to do duty for dpxaios 
either by being strengthened, as in Plat. Crat. 411 b ol t&vv TaXaiol = ol dpxaioi, or by 
force of the context ; and so with 7r<£Xai and its compounds. Of. the first line of Apol- 
lonius Argon. ira\ai.yeviav k\ia tpuTuv | purfo-op.ai, where the scholiast rather awkwardly 
attempts to draw the distinction, and has not always been understood : Sta<j>4pei ri 
'TraXaiip' tov l dpxalov' • t6 pir ydp irah<ubv Kal (i. e., may be) dpxaTop, rb Se dpxatov 
ovk iari (i. e., not always) vaXaiov, to yap dpxatov dvaQipu els Tb dpxv ivix e < r ^ al - The 
last point is that a thing that is 'original' is not always 'old.' 

2 Typical is Nicostratus in Kock CAF. II, p. 228 vd\ip XP^V rdpxata Kaiva ylverai 
i. e., not relatively 'less old' but absolutely 'new,' 'made-over.' ^ xaXotA Ataff^x?;, 
'the Old Testament,' may be contrasted with r/ via A., the 'Young' (sometimes used), 
but commonly with ij Kaivij A., i. e., 'New,' that which has entirely displaced the Old. 
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TraXacoTdToi is the first sub-head under the general heading to 
ap%aiov, and is followed by per 1 avroik, etc. One point, however, 
here calls for especial remark — a point sufficiently obvious in 
itself, but pertinent to the discussion of the comparative which is 
to follow. The superlative of these adjectives, as of adjectives in 
general which denote the possession of a positive quality, while it 
singles out an object as possessing that quality in a higher degree 
than all other objects drawn into the comparison, yet does so 
without implying that these other objects possess this quality 
or attribute in any degree at all. Callias was the richest of 
the Athenians; but not all the Athenians were rich. Isocrates 
Antid. 82 says that men praise rSiv p,ev vo/jlcov tow ap%atoraToi;?, 
tS)v Se Xoywv toO? KaivoTaTovs ; but he does not mean to imply, of 
course, that there are no vo\iot, which are kcllvoi, and no Xoyoi which 
are ap^aloi. 1 

In the comparative degree, however, a real and important dis- 
tinction may be observed, though it is, I think, commonly dis- 
regarded, probably because the positives and superlatives of 
the two pairs, ap^alo? — TraXaios and icaivos — ve'os, are often (but 
by no means always) represented by the same adjectives, 'old' 
and 'oldest' 'new' and 'newest,' respectively, without a serious 
distortion of the real meaning. The distinction is based 
upon the fact above stated, that while 7raXato'?, like 'vetus' 
and 'old,' is a purely relative term, ap%aio<;, like 'antiquus,' 
'priscus,' and 'ancient,' definitely attributes a quality that is rela- 
tive only in the sense in which, e. g., 'rich' and 'beautiful' are rela- 
tive. In comparing two objects, one of which is iraXaiov, the 
other veov, the former would be called -rraXaioTepov. 2 But even if 
the older object is not simply old relatively to the other, but is 
in an absolute sense ancient, their relative age will still be 
expressed, as before, by the comparative 7ra\ai6Tepov, if the words 

1 The above discussion of ipxaios, ira\ai6s, naivix, vios and their superlatives is 
necessarily condensed, and intentionally ignores derived meanings that have lost the 
temporal signification. 

2 Aesch. Eum. T2X : iv re tois viouri /cat Ta\air4pois $eoU. Thuc. i. 1 : t4 yi.p irpA 
airrwv (the Peloponnesian War) K al rh. sn ira\atirepa has been wrongly suspected ; vp6 
means "just preceding," and the rest does not literally mean " still more ancient ; " cf . 
Plato Euthyd. 286c: ol &p.<pl Upwra-ySpav . . . . naX ol in iraXcucVrepoi. 
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are used strictly. 1 dpyaioTepov, on the other hand, presupposes 
some degree of apyaioTrp even in the younger of the two objects, 
so that we infer that the latter is 'less ancient' rather than simply 
'younger.' In other words, iraXcaoTepov, like vedorepov, implies 
only a difference in age, however slight, between objects which 
themselves may be (1) both apxaia, or (2) both icaivd, or (3) one 
apxaiov and the other naivov. The comparatives 7raXai6repov and 
vemrepov, therefore, give us no information whatever on these sub- 
ordinate points; and when a writer uses them he is concerned in 
telling us only which is prior in time to the other. But not so 
with apyaioie.pov and /caivorepov; they purposely group the two 
objects together as belonging to the same class of things, both 
apxaia or both icaivd, and distinguish them on the basis of 
their relative priority within those classes. 1 Hence, when a thing 
is spoken of as ap^cuorepov than another, we are definitely informed 
that the latter, too, is apyaiov. The same is true also of 'antiquior ' 
(which does duty as the comparative of both antiquus and prisons) 
and our 'more ancient,' as opposed to 'vetustior' and 'older.' 

That these distinctions are not imaginary, but real and vital, 
could be shown by many other examples; but a few will here 
suffice. Aristotle uses TraXaLorepos in a definition of 'priority' in 
a manner which is quite explicit; in Categ. 12. 14 a. 29 he says: 
-irporepov krepov erepov Xeyerai rer/ja^eo?, irpaiTOv p-ev Kal Kvpuorara 
Kara ypovov . . . . , ra> yap tw ypovov TrXeico elvai, Kal -rrpeafiinepov 
Kal iraXaiojepov Xeyerai. The definition is illustrated by his own 
words Hist. anim. 4.11 538 6. 1, where he infers that female fish 
live longer than the males e/t tov TraXaiorepa aXiaiceadcu ra dr/Xea 
tow appevmv. Cf. frag. trag. adesp. 47 Nauck: toxk Kaivovs ('newly 
found') <ptXov<; rifiav, aTi/xd^eiv Be Ttw ■n-aXaiOTepov;. Contrast this 
manner of indicating mere priority with the use of apxaioTepos . 
In Aristoph. Av . 469 Peithetaerus declares to the birds that they 
are apyaio're.poi irporepoi t€ KpoVov /calTirdvcov. Socrates says in 
Plato Symp. 195 6 that Eros is the youngest of the gods, and not, 

'Plat. Protag. 341a: KivSvveiei f/ R.po8ticov <ro<pia ffeta t« elrai irdXai, ijroi diri 
EilwvlSov apfanirq, -i) Kal %ti ira\aior4pa. 

2 For this reason apxai6repos and Kaiv6repos are far less frequently employed in 
comparisons than jraXaiirepos and veibrepos. For Kaivlrrepos cf. Dem. iv. 10: \4yeral rt 
Kaivbv; ytmir' &v ti Kaiviyrepov f) MaKcSiix dv^p 'K8i)valovs KaTawo\ep.up; 
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as Phaedrus had claimed, ~K.povov icai 'laverov ap^ai6Tepo<;. 
Again Crat. 425 e the question is asked: "Shall we say that we 
got the names of objects from barbarians, elcrl Be f/fi&v ap%aioTepoi 
fidpfiapoi; " Compare these Latin examples: Cic. Brut. 69: ut 
nullius scriptum exstet .... quod sit antiquius; Ov. Trist. 
3. 9. 5: nomen .... antiquius urbe; Sen. Dial. 8. 5. 5: aliquid 
ipso mundo .... antiquius; Plin. Nat. hist. 5.69: antiquior 
terrarum inundatione. Illustrations from both languages could 
be multiplied. 1 Although I have made no attempt at an exhaustive 
list of the occurrences of ap^aiorepo';, yet I believe that it is per- 
fectly safe to make the following generalization: Wherever the 
comparative of a/3%aio? in the temporal meaning 2 is found, used not 
absolutely ('rather ancient') but in a comparison of two objects, 
it means 'more ancient,' not simply 'older,' and the other member 
of the comparison is felt to be, not simply 'newer' or 'younger,' 
but Hess ancient,'' and both of the two objects are implicitly 
classed as apxala. 

To return at length to our passage in Thucydides, when the 
historian, in an argument based upon the antiquity of certain 
foundations, speaks of the sanctuary of Dionysus in the Marshes 
as the place where are celebrated in Anthesterion "the more ancient 
Dionysia," he has in mind (1) two festivals and only two, but (2) 
these two festivals are both ancient, the one not celebrated in 
Anthesterion, however, being less ancient than the other. 3 The 

1 In schol. ad Aristoph. Av. 1403 the opinions of several tipxaioi are given, of whom 
Hellanicus and Dicaearchus are properly designated as oi ipxattyrepoi as contrasted 
with Antipatrus and Euphronius. The distinction is also maintained by Photius in 
Hercher's Erot. Oraec. I, p. 238, ipxa-ioripov rivbs ' Avrupdvovs, with reference to 
another Antiphanes, also d/>x<"os; on which see Knaack Rhein. Mils. LXI (1906), 
p. 136. Cf. also the proverb quoted by Suidas, ipxaidrepa ttjs Sup$4pa.s X^yeis- M t&v 
<ra0p&. Kai iraXaii. \ey6vTwv. i) y&p St(j>Sipa ira/xirdXaios kt\. 

2 This restriction is intended to exclude the meaning 'old-fashioned,' 'simplex,' 
e. g., Plat. Euthyd. 295 e: ipxa-Urrepos ef toB dtovros. In Aristot. De cael. iv. 2. 308 6. 
31 : d\X& Kalirep 6vres dpxcUtrepoi tt/s vvv TjXaclas, Kaivortpws ivbrjtrav irepl tCjv vvv Xcx- 
04vtu)v, though apxailn-epoi is accounted for by the implication 'simpliciores,' yet the 
rule is illustrated in Kaivortpois ; for ij vvv ij\uda Kaivws voel is distinctly implied. 

3 VonPrott (above, p. 33) asks: "How could Thucydides have asserted and deter- 
mined that the Anthesteria were older than the Lenaea?" It would certainly be 
impossible for us to determine the fact, except for Thucydides ; but we may readily 
imagine that there were observances connected with the Anthesteria (e. g., at the X6es, 
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Anthesteria, he tells us, go back to a time prior to the Ionian 
emigration. The other ancient festival, whose name he does not 
mention, must be the Lenaea and not the City Dionysia, for many 
indications point to the antiquity of the former and to the com- 
paratively recent establishment of the latter. Among these indi- 
cations three of the most important may be summarized here: (1) 
The festival-name is associated with the ancient month Lenaeon 
(corresponding to the Attic Gamelion of historical times), which 
may have once been the name of the Attic month, for it is found 
in historical times in Ionian settlements, which continued to cele- 
brate Dionysus Lenaeus in that month. At any rate, the month- 
name is ancient, and the festival which furnished the month-name 
must also be ancient, in fact prior to the Ionian emigration. (2) 
The Lenaean Dionysus is an older god in Athens than the 
Dionysus worshiped at the City Dionysia, whose introduction 
from Eleutherae, commemorated each year, was still a fresh mem- 
ory in the traditions of the people. (3) The Lenaea, like the 
Anthesteria, were in charge of the King, not of the Archon, the 
latter having the direction of the City Dionysia. This fact is a 
positive indication of antiquity. 1 As between the Lenaea and the 
City Dionysia, therefore, there can be no doubt that Thucydides 
thought of the Lenaea as ancient along with the Anthesteria. He 
did not say to ap^aioTara, which would have included all three 
festivals (though it would have been perfectly correct), because he 
was concerned at the time only with things that were apxala; 
wishing to exclude from consideration the festival which, as all 
knew, was relatively recent, he most properly chose the comparative. 
Since the Lenaean festival also was in existence before the 
time of Theseus, and therefore the sanctuary eVt Arjvaia) from 
which the festival took its name, why is it that Thucydides does 
not mention this sanctuary among the other iepd whose situation 
and antiquity support his contention? Is it because it was not 
situated "toward this part of the city," and was therefore not 
available as an indication of the extent of the ancient city? Or 

supposed to date from Orestes) which convinced him of their greater antiquity. And 
he may have judged partly by the Upbv, precisely as the writer of the oration In 
Neaeram judged that the sanctuary iv Alfivais was older than any of the others. 

1 Aristot. Pol. Ath. 57. 1 : i>s 5' eiros elireiv Kal tos irarplovs Bvalas Sioocet oBtos ir&aas. 
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is it because the ancient sanctuary no longer existed, as some 
have supposed? Without discussing in detail the opinions of 
various scholars 1 — opinions which give apparently every possible 
combination of sanctuary, festival, and site — we may profitably 
examine Thucydides again to see if some new information on the 
situation of the Lenaeum may be extracted from him, in view of 
the new facts (that the Lenaea are implicitly referred to by him, 
and as ancient) derived in the preceding part of this study. 

In the first place, Thucydides does not proceed to mention by 
name all the ancient sites in the region defined by him. He 
mentions four by name and groups the rest together in the sen- 
tence tSpvTM Se teal aXka lepa ravry apyala. In the second place, 
we cannot accept the suggestion 2 that the Lenaeum had long since 
been abandoned and the ceremonies of Dionysus Lenaeus trans- 
ferred to the sanctuary of Dionysus Eleuthereus south of the 
acropolis. There seems to be no evidence in favor of this view, 
and, as von Prott 3 pointed out, even if the dramatic contests at 
the Lenaeum were now held in the theater, this would not affect 
the continuance of the ceremonies of the festival at the original 
site. Lacking evidence to the contrary, we must treat the 
Lenaeum as an independent sanctuary. The question then is 
simply this: Was it situated without or within the region 
from which Thucydides selects his ancient foundations ? If it was 
within, then it is to be included among the aXka lepa apyala not 
specifically named. 

It should be observed that Thucydides advances the proposition, 
which he intends shall bear the heaviest burden of proof, that 
"all the ancient sanctuaries that are not on the acropolis itself 
(to. Se e%m), are grouped in this part of the city." If he had meant 
that some were here, some elsewhere, the principal part of his 
demonstration would have been weak in the extreme. He might 
have said that most of them were in this region, but he does 
not. But we need not depend upon this general consideration 

!]?or a fairly complete rfeumd of the discussion of the topographical problems 
involved see Judeich Topographie, p. 263, note 10. 
2 Made by Korte Bhein. Mus. LII (1897), p. 170. 
» Ath. Mitth. XXIII (1898), p. 225, note 3. 



The "Moke Ancient Dionysia" at Athens 41 

of what kind of evidence he ought to have adduced; he him- 
self tells us as explicitly as he can that he makes no exceptions to 
the rule. His first reK^-qpiov is: "On the acropolis itself are the 
santuaries (to. lepa) of the other gods also," i. e., as Verrall 1 has 
shown, not of Athene alone. He then adds as his second item 
of evidence: "The sanctuaries outside (the acropolis) are situ- 
ated towards this part of the city rather (than elsewhere)," to, Be e%a> 
77730? tovto to yu.e/30? t»j? Trd\ea><; /a&Wov iBpvrai. 2 That he is speaking 
exclusively of ancient sanctuaries might be taken for granted ; but 
he removes all doubt by saying in the next sentence: ical aXka 
lepa. . . . apxata- In other words, he asserts that all the ancient 
sanctuaries that are not on the acropolis itself are in this general 
region. It is a sweeping assertion, and if true conclusively proves 
the point. If Thucydides had intended to make allowance for the 
Lenaeum or for other ancient shrines situated in a different part 
of the city, he should, instead of ra Be egm, have said t&v Be e^co 
(lepcov) 7roXXct or ra ifKeiara, or something of the kind. We are 
therefore safe in concluding that the Lenaeum was situated in the 
same region of the city in which was the sanctuary ev Aifivaa, and 
that Thucydides intended that it should be included among the 
aWa lepa ctpxala, which were not, perhaps, conspicuous enough to 
deserve individual mention. 

If this conclusion is correct, it simplifies greatly, though it 
does not solve, the topographical problem. The temple ev Aifj-vais 
cannot be placed in the valley between the Areopagus and the 
Pnyx and the sanctuary e7rl Arjvaip in the theater precinct or 
near the ancient Agora. The two belong to the same region. 3 If 
we assign the Limnae to the theater precinct, the Lenaeum goes 
with it, and we have in consequence an extraordinary grouping 

1 Class. Rev. XIV (1900), p. 285 b. So in Kriiger's edition the note " koX &X\wp 0ea>r, 
als der Athene." Verrall demonstrates clearly that there is no lacuna here. I have 
adopted his translation of this and the following sentence. 

2 The sentence is frequently interpreted as if it could mean "the sanctuaries are 
mainly situated" (so Farnell Class. Rev. XIV (1900), p. 370), and this in turn as 
equivalent to "most of the sanctuaries are situated." But /j.S.\\ov must qualify the 
irp6s-clause just as p&Xurra above does, in the sentence irpbs vtrrov fidXurra TeTpa/ifuhor, 
i. e. "to the south, roughly speaking;" cf. von Prott loc. cit., p. 231. 

3 Confirming the evidence which we already had on this point, discussed both 
topographically and from the point of view of ritual by von Prott Ath. Mitth. XXIII 
(1898), pp. 220 ft, 227 f. 
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of three lepd in the re'/aero? south of the theater, Dionysus Lenaeus 
first (and before the reign of Theseus) having been admitted to the 
hospitality of Dionysus Limnaeus, and later on Dionysus Eleu- 
thereus also. The grouping of Athene sanctuaries on the acrop- 
olis may be thought to be a close parallel; but in this case we 
have knowledge of only two temples in the theater precinct. And 
Pausanias saw only two there. Again, the small temple which 
he saw there and described as apyaio-raTov would certainly not 
have been considered by Thucydides as older than the reign of 
Theseus; we are assured that it is a sixth century structure. 1 
These reasons, added to the intrinsic probability of the interpre- 
tation of 717)0? tovto to /i.e/30? tj?? 7ro'X.eft)? in the meaning which 
Dorpfeld gives to it, and to the discovery by him of a large Aio- 
vvaiov in the region where the combined testimony of Thucydides 
and Pausanias would lead us to expect to find the lepbv iv Ativan 
Aiovvaov, seem to me to be practically conclusive against placing 
the Lenaeum and the Limnae sanctuary south of the acropolis. 
The designation of the temple of Eleuthereus as ap^aioraTov by 
Pausanias is to be explained with Wilamowitz as due to the influ- 
ence of the Thucydides passage, by which the periegete was mis- 
led. 2 And finally, as von Prott (p. 218) has so clearly shown, the 
peculiar relation of the ancient temple of Dionysus which Dorp- 
feld has found to the Dionysium in which the \r)v6<; is actually 
preserved (and of course it was not preserved for centuries in the 
midst of the city for practical purposes) , explains admirably why 
Lenaeum and the Limnae are practically identified in ancient 
notices, and how the Limnae temple could be kept closed the 
year round except on the twelfth of Anthesterion without inter- 
fering with the use of the Lenaeum at the time of the festival in 
Gamelion. If the Lenaeum was an adjunct of the sanctuary iv 
Ai/tvac; we may also better understand why Thucydides does not 
consider it important to mention by name the "less ancient" 
sanctuary as well as the "more ancient." 

•By Dorpfeld Or. Theat., p. 15: "spatestens aus dem yi. Jahrhundert." In ma- 
terial and structure it closely resembles the Hecatompedon on the acropolis. 

2 Hermes XXI (1886), p. 621 : "Da hat die Thukydidesstelle ihm, wie otters, einen 
Streich gespielt." Dorpfeld (loc. cit., p. 16) thinks that the sanctuary iv Alfivcus 
was then no longer in existence. 



